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Has Richard Christopher Samson failed t0 show that the district court abused its discretion
him to ﬁfteen years, with seven years determinate for aggravated battery?

by sentencing

ARGUMENT
Samson Has Failed To Show That The
A.

District

Court Abused

Its

Discretion

Introduction

In 2019, Richard Christopher

following an altercation in a

street.

Samson stabbed Zachary Haven

in the chest

With a knife

(PSI, pp. 5-6 (citations to electronic pages of conﬁdential

exhibits ﬁle).) Execution 0f a search warrant

0n Samson’s residence

for evidence

of the stabbing

revealed six plastic bags containing white powder residue, and two glass pipes with White powder
coating in the stem and burnt markings on the

plastic

bowl

end.

(PSI, p. 6.)

bags yielded a positive result for methamphetamine. (PSI,

The

state

Residue from one of the

p. 6.)

charged Samson with one count of aggravated battery with a deadly weapon

enhancement, and one count 0f possession 0f a controlled substance.
pleaded guilty to aggravated battery, and the

state

Samson

(R., pp. 20-21.)

agreed to dismiss the deadly weapon

enhancement and the possession of a controlled substance charge.

(R., p. 59.)

sentenced Samson t0 ﬁfteen years, with seven years determinate, and

The

district court

Samson ﬁled a timely appeal.

(R., pp. 67-72, 79-82.)

On

appeal,

Samson argues

that “the district court

abused

its

discretion

excessive sentence,” and that “the district court should have sentenced

imprisonment or retained jurisdiction.” (Appellant’s
that the district court

abused

discretion

its

brief, pp. 1, 4.)

by sentencing him

him

by imposing an

t0 a lesser

Samson has

term 0f

failed t0

show

to ﬁfteen years, With seven years

determinate for aggravated battery.

B.

Standard

Of Review

“Appellate review 0f a sentence
sentence

is

not

illegal, the

V.

0f sentencing that conﬁnement
society and to achieve any 0r

by

show that it is unreasonable

a

and, thus, a clear

Schiermeier, 165 Idaho 447, 451, 447 P.3d 895, 899 (2019) (internal

quotations and citations omitted).

applicable to a given case.

Where

based 0n an abuse 0f discretion standard.

appellant has the burden to

abuse 0f discretion.” State

prescribed

is

is

all

I_d.

A sentence 0f conﬁnement is reasonable if

it

appears

at the

time

necessary t0 accomplish the primary objective 0f protecting

0f the related goals of deterrence, rehabilitation, or retribution
at

454, 447 P.3d at 902.

“A

sentence

ﬁxed within

the statute will ordinarily not be considered an abuse 0f discretion.”

the limits

I_d.

(internal

quotations omitted).

“In deference t0 the

trial

judge, this Court will not substitute

reasonable sentence where reasonable minds might differ.”

its

View 0f a

State V. Matthews, 164 Idaho 605,

608, 434 P.3d 209, 212 (2019) (citation omitted).

The decision whether
district court

to retain jurisdiction is a matter within the

and Will not be overturned 0n appeal absent an abuse of that

117 Idaho 203, 205-06, 786 P.2d 594, 596-97
court retaining jurisdiction

is to

(Ct.

before

C.

it

t0

There can be

Q abuse of

conclude that the defendant

district court

perceived

its

is

is

suitable for probation.

is

District Court’s Discretion

discretion,

employed the correct

district court

district court stated that

it is

and as he

is

Code Section 19-2521 .” (03/10/2020

Tr., p. 11, Ls.

ﬁrst started “running at [the Victim’s] car.

[Samson had]

t0

d0

is let

him

g0,” but then

it,

“considered and applied the factors set forth in

“struck with the fact that this

could have completely been avoided.” (03/ 1 0/2020

Samson

legal standards t0 the issue before

discretion.

the Toohill case as well as the factors set forth in Idaho

that

the ultimate goal ofretained

within the statutory limits 0f I.C. § 18-908. The record shows the

At the sentencing hearing, the

The

is

State V. Jones,

not a suitable candidate for probation. Li.

and acted reasonably and Within the scope of its

p. 11, Ls. 3-5.)

district

discretion if the district court has sufﬁcient evidence

Samson Has Shown N0 Abuse Of The
The sentence imposed

State V. Lee,

enable the court to obtain additional information regarding whether

141 Idaho 673, 677, 115 P.3d 764, 768 (Ct. App. 2005). Probation

Li.

discretion.

App. 1990). The primary purpose of a

the defendant has sufﬁcient rehabilitative potential and

jurisdiction.

sound discretion 0f the

Samson got

19-2 1 .)

The

was a

Tr.,

battery that

district court

noted

The gentleman’s backing up, and

all

“into an altercation with this individual,

turning t0 g0, getting into his car, rather than letting

him go and avoid the

confrontation

a second time, [Samson] pu11[ed] out a knife and stab[ed] him.” (03/10/2020 Tr., p. 12, Ls. 3-8.)

The

district court stated that “the seriousness

crime for Which a retained jurisdiction

of society When something
p. 12, Ls. 9-13.)

The

district court

this

crime cannot be overstated.

...

is

not a

the Court impose sentence.” (03/10/2020 Tr.,

district court stated that “there

and

This

even remotely appropriate. The good order and protection

like this occurs is that

[Samson] as an individual

The

is

0f

needs

t0 society at large as well.”

t0

be a deterrent effect

(03/10/2020

both to

Tr., p. 12, Ls. 15-17.)

determined that “there needs t0 be some retribution 0r punishment,” and that

“any punishment short 0f incarceration depreciates the seriousness 0f

this crime.”

(03/10/2020

Tr., p. 12, Ls. 18-22.)

Samson argues

that the mitigating factors—his abusive childhood,

substance abuse issues—show that “the district court should have sentenced

imprisonment or retained jurisdiction.” (Appellant’s

mental

him t0

illness

and

a lesser term of

Samson’s argument does not

brief, p. 4.)

show an abuse of discretion because none of the cited factors show Samson is not a threat to
0r that the threat he represents through future criminal actions can be reduced

society

by addressing these

factors.

Samson’s LSI score
p. 18.)

is

thirty-ﬁve, placing

him

in the high risk t0 reoffend category. (PSI,

His extensive criminal history consists of numerous Violent offenses and opportunities 0n

probation.

(PSI, pp. 8-10.)

The presentence

investigator stated that

Samson’s actions “were

reckless and put another individual’s life at risk. His criminal history denotes past Violent activity.

As

such, he appears t0 not be a suitable candidate for

presentence investigation

recommended

Idaho Department 0f Correction.” (PSI,

that

community supervision.”

Samson “be placed

p. 19.)

The Victim

transported t0 Saint Luke’s Regional Medical Center in

Alphonsus

in Boise for

in the physical

in this case,

Twin

(PSI, p. 19.)

Falls,

and

custody 0f the

Zachary Haven, had
later life

advanced medical treatment 0n his stab wound. (PSI,

The

to

be

ﬂighted to Saint

p. 6.)

The

Violent nature of the instant offense alone justiﬁes the sentence imposed.

Violent crime caused great

harm

t0

Samson’s

Zachary Haven, and a lesser sentence would signiﬁcantly

diminish the seriousness of the instant offense. His criminal history shows that without a period

of incarceration, there
not amenable t0

is

an undue risk that Samson would commit another offense, and that he

community supervision or

alternative treatment.

is

Samson had numerous

opportunities t0 avoid the confrontation With Zachary, and the stabbing that ensued.
Violent criminal behavior presents a risk to the community, and the sentence

Samson’s

imposed provides

proper protection t0 society, as well as deterrence t0 Samson and other possible offenders. Samson

is

not a suitable candidate for a period 0f retained jurisdiction, and he has failed to

district court

abused

its

discretion

show

that the

by sentencing him t0 ﬁfteen years, With seven years determinate

for aggravated battery.

CONCLUSION
The

state respectfully requests this

DATED this

Court t0 afﬁrm the judgment of the

18th day 0f November, 2020.
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